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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ~ap T 0
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA N
WESTERN DIVISION A e Y

DETHMERS MANUFACTURING
COMPANY, INC,,

Plaintiff, No. C 96-4061-MWB

VS.

AUTOMATIC EQUIPMENT
MANUFACTURING COMPANY,

VERDICT FORM

Defendant.

On the claims of plaintiff Dethmers Manufacturing Company, Inc., against

defendant Automatic Equipment Manufacturing Company, we, the Jury, find as follows:

CLAIM 1: BREACH OF CONTRACT

CLAIM As explained in
Final Jury Instruction No. 3
Breach of
Contract Do you find that plaintiff Dethmers
Manufacturing Company has proved Yes
its claim of breach of contract by the l/
greater weight of the evidence? No
B r | If you answered "yes," in what way a. ThroughMr. Bachman,
e " | do you find that defendant Automatic Automatic’s agent

entered into the contract? X Through silence or

If you answered "yes," what, if any,
o 4l damages do you award, as damages N —
for breach of contract are explained $ %

f‘ i:r in Final Jury Instruction No. 7?




CLAIM 2: PROMISSORY ESTOPPEL

CLAIM As explained in
Final Jury Instruction No. 4
Promissory
Estoppel Do you find that plaintiff Dethmers
Manufacturing Company has proved Yes [~
its claim of promissory estoppel by
the greater weight of the evidence? No

| If you answered "yes, " what, if any,
damages do you award, as damages

for promissory estoppel are explained $ p’Z 37 \ ol ({-2., 3 2

in Final Jury Instruction No. 7? !

CLAIM 3: UNJUST ENRICHMENT

CLAIM As explained in
Final Jury Instruction No. 5
Unjust
Enrichment Do you find that plaintiff Dethmers
Manufacturing Company has proved Yes V

its claim of unjust enrichment by the
greater weight of the evidence? No

“ If you answered "yes," what, if any,
4 damages do you award, as damages 2~
for unjust enrichment are explainedin | $ a2 3 7 1 02 L{R ‘ 3

A\ Final Jury Instruction No. 7? 7
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